I. Outline the argument for hard determinism – d’Holbach, Hard Determinism

A. Humans are part of nature and function based on the same principles

B. Human will is really what our motives are

C. Our motives depend on ideas, beliefs, etc.

E. These are determined by our prior lives and beyond our control

F. Our motives are beyond our control

G. If our motives are beyond our control, we have to choose the way our motives make use; we could not choose otherwise.

H. Therefore, our actions could not have been otherwise and we have not free will

II. Criticisms and Responses

A. We have choices so we must be free

It is claimed that in any instance we could do more than one thing, but the one we choose is based on our motives which are determined by the prior ideas, beliefs, etc. – The jumping out the window to prove free will

B. There are no obstacles to our deciding what to do, so must be free

This looks at external obstacles, but it is our internal motives that decide how we will act and these are not free

C. We cannot find a motive for action

This just points to the complexity of human action, but not that there is no motive which would be uncaused action

I. Outline the argument for libertarianism – Campbell’s version

A. The only place that can find human free will is internal to the person

B. Free will arises in instances where a person has to make a moral choice

C. This choice is not something done from a person’s character; it is not an issue of they could choose otherwise if his character was different

D. The choice has to be one that a person actually makes given who they are right now but is not the result of prior causes that have shaped who the person is; going against our personality is when we are free

E. This does not mean that the choice is uncaused in the sense of being random or unintelligible; having free will does not mean uncaused actions happen

F. The cause is internal to the person, and we can understand internal causes because we can look inside at our own experiences (the phenomenological perspective) even if no one else can see it

G. Therefore, in certain situations, our actions are free and we have free will

II. Criticisms and Responses

A. Free will would mean our actions are random; since there is no observable causes, any actions of free will would seem to be just random and have no cause 

this forgets it is an internal event that can’t be see
B. There can be no evidence of this since it is internal; since the event is internal, we have to rely on personal account, and this cannot support any claim 
this overlooks the phenomological perspective we have
I. Outline of the argument for soft determinism
A. It is important to maintain the claim that people are responsible for their actions

B. This is what the common person would want; it is important than to take the perspective of the common person when examining free will
C. When looking to explain why a person does some actions, the common person will say there has to be some reason for the action – there are two reasons or causes
D. One is external compulsion – that someone or thing is forcing a person to do the actions whether or not they would want to do the act
E. The other reason is that it is an expression of the person’s character or personality; they have chosen that action because that is who the person is
F. The common person says that a person is free when there is nothing forcing the person to do the action – the person is free from compulsion and the action arises from the person’s will – this is free will

G. Therefore, while all actions have a cause that determined what must happen, there is free will if the cause is the internal will of the person even if there are causes that determined what this will must be

II. Criticisms

A. Have changed the meaning of free will from being self-directing of one’s actions to being not forced

This is what the common person says freedom is, so should focus on that and not some abstract philosophical concept

B. If the actions have causes, this merely escapes the problem of holding a person morally responsible since they could not have done otherwise, so they should not be responsible.
Again, it is the common person perspective that should matter; we hold people responsible for the actions they do when not forced to do otherwise
